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Conclusion: This project will have no effect on any historical resource as defined in 15064 5

[] Potentially Significant Impact

[ ] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
] Less Than Significant Impact

] No Impact

b Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archeological resource pursuant to 15064 5

impact Analysis: Same as item a above

Conclusion: Same as item a above

[] Potentially Significant Impact

[[] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[~ Less Than Significant Impact

[ No Impact

c Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonteological resource or site or unigue geologic feature

Impact Analysis: This project will not result in the destruction of any unique paileontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature because this project does net involve the disturbance of the ground surface

Conclusion: There is no possibility of the destruction of any unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature occurring

[] Potentially Significant impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant Impact

< No Impact

d  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries

Impact Analysis: The will be no disturbance of the ground surface and, therefore no possible of disturbing buried
human remains.

Conclusion: This project will not disturb any human remains

] Potentially Significant Impact

L] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[_] Less Than Significant Impact

=] No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Plan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2006
CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products El Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A.
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005

WIAW _elsenundo.org

6. Geology and Soils AU SRR A

Description of Baseline Environmental Conditions: The proposed project activities will be conducted in an area of
known seismic activity Approximately 35 active faults are known to exist within a 50-mile radius of the refinery. Of
primary concern are two active faults: the Newport-Inglewood Fault, approximately five miles north of the refinery,
and the Palos Verdes Fault, approximately 3.8 miles south of the sits

The Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone represents the most significant source of strong seismic ground shaking at the
refinery The Newport-Inglewood Fauit Zone extends more than 40 miles from Newport Bay to Beverly Hills and
trends to the northwest. The greatest concentration of seismic events on the Newport-ingiewood Fault Zone is
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The geologic nature of the site is such that naturally occurring asbestos can be eliminated as a consideration. The site
is underlain by alluvial deposits  Asbestos naturally occurs in area adjacent to serpentenite bodies. There are no such
bodies within 100 miles of the facility

Conclusion; There is no possibility of encountering naturally occurring asbestos at this location

[ ] Potentially Significant Impact

[ ] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant Impact

X] No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Plan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2006

CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products El Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005,

Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42

WWW elsegundo org (see municipal code and building and safety link)

7. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Description of Baseline Environmental Conditions; The activities are a centinuation of on-going environmental monitoring
and inspections of the closed Landfill unit and the operating HWSTF and PCB storage building. The landfarm is a closed
hazardous waste unit with approximately 58,000 tons of refinery waste left in-place and capped with clay and asphalt.
Hazardous material resulting from this unit are groundwater and pore-liquid samples for analysis. These samples are
disposed of by the laboratory once the analysis has been completed There is one change from the previous permit and
that is that the frequency of groundwater sampling will be conducted semi-annually rather than quarterly. A determination
was made that groundwater quality was stable and such a change at this time is prudent

The HWSTF and the PCB building may at various times contain hazardous materials. The total capacity for the HWSTA
is 213,250 gallons. In any year fewer the 2,500 gallons of hazardous waste are stored and fewer the 1,000 gallons of
hazardous waste are treated. All treatment results in hazardous waste being converted to non-hazardous waste and being
disposed to a POTW Hazardous materials from all areas of the refinery are collected here for off-site transport and
disposal  These materials are nearly always containerized in 55-gallon drums, although 5-gallon pails and 20-cubic yard
roi-off bins are permitted. Hazardous materials include such ifems as expired paints, oil filters, and photographic
deveioping fluid. When possible materials are recycled and e-waste is handled separately.

Analysis as to whether or not project activities would:

a Create a significant hazard fo the public or the envirenment throughout the routine transport, use or disposal of
hazardous maierials

Impact Analysis: This will not occur because all efforts to transport this material will be completed by a licensed waste
hauler No use of hazardous materials other than handling for off-site transport occurs as a result of this project and
ail disposal activities for hazardous waste are conducted at a class ! landfill, not operated by Chevron

Conclusion: There would be no significant hazard to the public or environment as a result of the project.

[ Potentially Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[ ] Less Than Significant Impact

X No Impact

b Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment
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Impact Analysis: All hazardous materials are transported by licensed hazardous waste transporters and properly
containerized. There would be no significant hazard.

Conclusion: Care in transperting all hazardous material will cause no significant hazard

[] Potentially Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[ ] Less Than Significant Impact

24 No Impact

¢ Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school

Impact Analysis: No hazardous material will be handled or will any hazardous emissions be emitted within one-quarter
mile of a school

Conclusion: There are no schools located with ¥4 mile of the proposed hazardous transport truck route

[ Potentially Significant Impact

[ Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant Impact

(4 No Impact

d Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962 5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to public or the environment

Impact Analysis: The Chevron Facility is listed on the Cortese list as compiled by Government Code Section 65962 .5
This analysis is being prepared to comply with the provisions of the Cortese list.

Conclusion: Although this project is on the Cortese list the project will not create a significant hazard to public or the
environment

[ Potentially Significant Impact

[_1 Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
(] Less Than Significant Impact

] No Impact

e Impair implementation of, or physicaily interfere with, an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan

Impact Analysis: This project will not impair or physically interfere with any emergency plan

Conclusion: No adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan will be interfered with

[ ] Potentially Significant Impact

[] Potentiaily Significant Uniess Mitigated
[ ] Less Than Significant Impact

B No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Plan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2008

CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products E! Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005

U S Environmental Protection Agency Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste SW8486, Third Edition, Update I
Revision 2, December 1996

8. Hydrology and Water Quality o o ) - ' o ' o
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(] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[ ] Less Than Significant impact
B<] No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Plan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2006

CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products El Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005

WY elsegunda.org

(see the new city ordinances [ink)

12. Population and Housing o

Description of Baseline Environmental Conditions: This is a one-square mile parcel with the pacific ocean on the west
side The refinery is bounded by the city of El Segundo to the north and Manhattan Beach to the south. These
communities are predominantly residential This project will not change the population or housing demand in either of
these communities Figure 6 shows the City of El Segundo and the Chevron El Segundo Refinery location

Analysis as to whether or not project activities would:

a Induce substantial population growth in area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses)
or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)

Impact Analysis: This project will result in no population growth, either directly or indirectly
Conclusion: There is no impact

[} Potentially Significant Impact

[} Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant impact

] No Impact

b Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere

impact Analysis: This will not occur This project will not affect any existing dwellings, in any way. The site is
industrial, not residential The post-closure activities will not effect beyond the site boundaries.

Conclusion: No Impact

[] Potentially Significant Impact

[ ] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[ ] Less Than Significant Impact

> No Impact

¢ Displace substaniial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere

Impact Analysis: See response fo b

Conclusion: No impact

[[] Potentially Significant Impact

[] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant Impact

] No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Plan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2006

CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products El Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005
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[] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant Impact
No Impact

f  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g, bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)

Impact Analysis: the proposed project will be constructed within the confines of an existing refinery
and is not expected to conflict with adopted policies, plans, of programs supporting alternative
transportation medes {e, g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks).

Conciusion: This project will have no impact on bus turnouts, bicycle lanes or racks There will be no conflict with
policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation.

[ ] Potentially Significant Impact

"] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
I Less Than Significant Impact

No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Flan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2006

CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products El Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005

http:// traffic-counts dot.ca gov/

16. Utilities and Service Systems e

Description of Baseline Environmental Conditions: The Chevron El Segundo Refinery Facilities occupies approximately
540 acres of level terrain in an urban/heavy industrial/residential setting Electricity is provided by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power. Natural gas is provided by The Southern California Gas Company. Water needs are
met by the City of Ei Segundo. Sewage is disposed through the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
(LACSD) and receives secondary treatment at the Hyperion Water Reclamation Plant

Analysis as to whether or not project activities would:
a Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board

Impact Analysis: The ChevronTexaca refinery does utilize off site waste water treatment facilities, however this project
would not reguire off-site waste water treatment

Canclusion: This project would not exceed any wastewater treatment requirements

1 Potentially Significant kmpact

] Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[] Less Than Significant Impact

[ No Impact

b Require or resuit in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects

Impact Analysis: No new or expanded storm water facilities wilf be required There will be no change in the site
topography

Conclusion: This project will not require new waste water treaiment

[ Potentially Significant Impact
[i Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
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Conclusion: This project will comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste

[] Potentially Significant Impact

[ Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated
[ ] Less Than Significant Impact

] No Impact

References Used: HWSTF & PCB Storage Building Operating Plan, Chevron Products Company, December 11, 2006

CEQA Environmental Document prepared for Chevron Products El Segundo Refiner Heavy Crude Project, Michael A,
Krause, South Coast Air Quality Management District, September 29, 2005

http:/fwww sce com/NR/rdonlyres/FAF1EDF8-B2B3-45BC-979D-A8B6F596BDCD/0/QF _Status_Report pdf

WWW elspqundo.org

{see link to utilities, specifically water service)

Finding Of De Minimis Impact To Fish, Wildlife And Habitat (Optional)’

The following provides substantial evidence as to why the project will have no potential for adverse effect on the listed
resources as defined by section 711 2 of the Fish and Game Code:

a Riparian land, rivers, streams, watercourse, and wetlands under state and federal jurisdiction
Discussion: There is no surface water directly associated with the facility and the project will not result in run-off of site
constituents from this site which could affect distant wetlands, riparian land, rivers, streams or other water courses,
The nearest surface water body is the Pacific Ocean which is O 5 miles away
Finging: 3X No potential for adverse effect

b  Native and non-native plant life and the soil required to sustain habitat for fish and wildiife
Discussion: The project relates to an urban area and there is no habit associated with it
Finding: <] No potential for adverse effect

¢ Rare and unique plant life and ecological community’s dependent on plant life
Discussion: The site is paved and there is no rare or unique plant life. A through review of the California
Department of Fish and Game’s web was conducted. The following animals were researched: The El Segundo
Blue Butterfly (Euphilotes battoides allyni) the coastal buckwheat plant (Eriogonum parvifolium), the Pacific

pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris pacificus) and the beach spectaclepod (Dithyrea maritime) Based on
list reviewed, determination was made that there are no threatened or endangered plants or animals

Finding: [X] No potential for adverse effect
d Listed threatened and endangered plant and animals and the habitat in which they are believed to reside

Discussion: There is no threatened or endangered plants or animals or habitat in which they are believed to
reside at this site.

Finding: <] No potential for adverse effect

" Complete only if a Finding of De Minimis Impact to fish, wildlife and habitat is proposed in lieu of payment of the Department of Fish
and Game Notice of Determination filing fee required pursuant to section 711 4 of the Fish and Game Code. A finding of “no potential
adverse effect” must be made fo satisfy the requirements for the Finding of De Minimis Impact as required by title 14, California Code of
Regulations, section 753.5.
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